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ENROLLMENT: Fall 1975 & 1976 vs. Fall 1979

) Thetpuﬁbér of_firét;;ime freshmen enrolled at CUNY in

'Fall 1979 has increased 12% overall, 20% at the senior céLleges
AY 13

and 7% at the community collegés, ceompared éo Fall 1976. At
the senior cqlleges freshman_enrollment ;s éti;l'37% beloﬁ‘the'

. Fall 1975:prertpition, prejﬂdmissionjcrigafia 1e€gl, byt at
.\ the community colleges, freshman enrollment is at the -1975 level

-

(Tables 1, 2, 3). ,

% ) ) ) -~ 4 o N _
Phe freshman classes at LaGuardia, Baruch, John Jay, and

' . P
York have increased at least 48% since 1976. At Bronx, Evers, |

y

‘Lehmaﬁ, City, and ‘Manhattan, the fieshman,classe; are smaller
\ :;; . .
than they were in 1976° (Table 4). “ Sy

-

]
» -~
. .
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} le
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PR . , B A
At .Hostos, Staten Island, Brooklyn, and Bronx, at least
£ )

s . - = s . 4 .
. 20% of the first-time freshmen,age "direct" admits . Ove;all

s

9% of the freshmenp are "directi admitsJ‘compared to 7% in 1975

and 5% in.1976. Ty °,

LI

' &
* A X . .
Women represent 57% of.the freShman class, continuing a trend

v ~

of increasing female representation ramong new enrollees. . ]‘
':‘ .‘.

4Traditi_onally, "direct' —ﬁmitz;ére students whose applications
are processed by a collgke's admissions office rather than by the -
University’ Applications oces8ing Center. Often though, even

the applications of these direct admits are processed subse-
"quently by UAPC. The direct admits included here are students
whose ‘applications either were never processed by UAPC or were
processed with a differént”social security number and thus did

not match €he fi¥e of freshman enrollees. For these "direct"
admits, background data such as' high school percentile rank and

CAA were not available for this reporth.

» ‘ . ' ) ‘~ Y
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o At the senior colleges 79% of the regular freshmen nleet
* . the QAA/High'School percentile rank a@miséion criEerias)?rqugg;,‘ -

from 55% at JbMn Jay and 58% at. York to 93% at thé*Cd&lege of

L3 . -y A . . A
Staten Island and 90% at Baruch (Table 5). oot

A

‘ ‘o ~~
‘An additional 14.5% of the regular freshmen are either

‘.6 1 3

missing CAA and have a High S¢hool percentile rank below the

requ}ied level, or ‘are missing percentile rank and have‘a'QAA, .

*below the required lével. It is possible that the missing/CAA.

4 e

' A

N L& . T, . ., . .
or perp;ntlle rank is above the regquired level. °“A compari{son of .

v " R . RO

remedial coursewOﬁFSreqﬁired of regular senior college fﬁsshmenﬁ

.

_missing CAA and of £Qoée;wiqh a recorded CAA indicate§ that the

P freshmen missing CAA most closel? resemble the group -with a CAA 4
! ' v % .
80 and above (Table.l}), thus supporting the hvpothesis:that-

the group missing CAA would have fallen into the category of,
- - - «
o * e
acceptable admi§sion critertia. ' 5 (
‘. . . . . -
.Y [N

{ !
. ' ] . .
For freshmen not meeting the CAA percentile rank admission .
. . . ) ., r Vo, \ 4
criteria, several alternate criteria for admission can be
- . L4

suggested: applicants-who have a combined SAT score &f at

least 900 may, be admittqg without the requirjd CAA and percentile

LY

]

-

5In Fall 1979 af all senior colleges except John Jay and York, a
+  CAA of 80 or above or a High School percentile rank of at least \
66 is requiréd for regular™program admission.’ At John Jay, a
CAA of 75 or above or a HS percentile rank of' at least *66 is
required. At the College of Staten Island, the admission
- criteria refer only to freshnien applying to baccalaureate
degree programs, Lo ' N

-




7 ';, . . . \‘\ t T
rank' applicants accepted to-SEEK but later ruled 1nellglble

. .

for the program. are oftep retalned as regulaﬁ)students bv the

y -

colleges' rejected appllcants sometlmes appeal)to and are accepted

bv a college admlnlstratlve commlttee based’ on skllls assessment
5,

test results and h;gh,school record; -at John Jay, fgeshmen in

special satellite programs” are allowed tb enroll even if they
b a r .' . ’ ! N ’ ) v
don't; meet the‘criteria.. . ~

]

. " < . . - -
M 1Y v 4
-
3 .

For all. senior college freshmen with :a répprted CAA,‘the

-

- greatest incr'ease was’'among those with a CAA between 75 and 79

(Table Zh. Thisxcaﬁ be attributed to the incréase in SEEK ° , .
a ' . .. * - .

freshmen at this level, (to be discussed later) and to those
‘wlth a high school percentlle rank of at least 66 but with a [
CAA less than 80., At the same time, more\than:tworthirds of¥” -

the regular seniof'qollege freshmén had a CAA of 80 and.above ’

. * ' ) . R N
(Table 11). ” . . , , ' T e

- v . -

~

~ ’ . * ' . .f) [ Y .
At thl'community colleges where there is no CAA cutoff . . -

level required for admission, and more students come from non-
" traditional high schogl backgrounds (e.g., GEQ,]modiﬁiedlprOJ o
grams), 23% of the freshmen are missing CAAG, up froge 7% * . '
19 f T

L

. f .
missing in 1976. Of those recorded, the higher CAAs shez;d the

~

* v
greater decreases in enrollment. A P ' v

4 -
+ ¢ .
» - .
-

) { - .

v ~,

60£ thése 23% missiny, 12% fall into the "1nappllcable" category,

and ll% are actually missi (i.e., data,-if recorded on tran's-

Crlpt‘ were not transmitted to UAPC)~ . .Y

- .’\‘ . ." g - ‘\ 2 ',.
‘ \. ~ > N 1]
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I ;the commun ity college freshien. : C o t

freshmen are118_or xounger (Table 9).

. * . .
. :
. .- \ : . g -
. : . oL .
: £ X
i * . e
»

Three quarters of the senior college freshmen enrolled in .

P
¢

college.dlrectly after hlgh school,rqomgared to only half (52%)

L4

vk . \ »
of the'communlty college freshmen (Taples 7 and 8) GED rec1— -

plents account for' 7% of.the senior college freshmen and 13% of

. - e E
LI . e 3 ¢ '

.v * 9 5‘, . 7 . \,‘ N »

P . . ¥ '

. P - . - -' ‘ . ¢ . . ",”

A related finding iS‘that senior colfége freshmen, as a

® .

<y 4 * .
group, are youhger than eommunity college freshmen. 62% of the .

v . .

senior college freshmen but only 38% of the tommunity college ’

b <

7

~ s s N . ' ' ]

. At communlty col?tges where students are requlred to de- - . \

. - -

clare their degree program upon - admlss1on,/more than two- thlrds
-~ . "(

‘are in -career programs- a majorlty of these are in- Bus1ness..

het -

College Dlscovery freshmen tend more towards career programs ,

-- é n

than do regular freshmen (Table 10). leeral Arts Was among "
i

the top two majors ‘at all community. colleges-except Bronxaand

- ’

New York City. Bus1ness was among the top two majors at all , o~
~ .

community colleges except Hostos. Health Services*ranked high
C : ' \

at Bronx, Hostos and Manhattan. Engineering and Science Tech~

,nology.ranked‘hlgh at New York City. ) R
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. _ SPECIAL’ PROGRAM FRESHMEN: SEEK AND COLLEGE DISCOVERY.(CD) " -, §§
' » . f I B ‘ t. : . s A
. -

There has been.a 57%)incréase in SEEK f}eshman enrollment

. . ‘ N

\é;\ and a 36% inerease 1n CD {reshman enrollmentf compared to Fall .
i-f- ’ -

1?76: SEE fr epreseyt 25% of the'senlor college

‘ freshmen, while C freshmem represent "10% Bf\the oommunlty
) . 4o ' 4K ) L
» 1 college freshmen (Table lJ and 12) Since the tQtal number of.

SEEK and CD students enrollednxn CUNY is constant and mandatedo

. =
by the- State, the’ 1ncreased freshman SEEK}CD enrollment suggests
? ]

G

a higher qraduatxon/attr:.ta.on rate amgt’SEEK/CD students enrolled

: ‘prior to .Fall 1979. ,‘5 {

| . . _ L. — . N

\ - N, . ‘ o -~ :
‘ . i ,°_ kY - N . . .
Special program freghmen account for 47% of the first-time

*

y . . - . . ’ . "
T freshmen'aé Lehman and’ﬁor 30% or more of the first—tine freshmen

‘ '.at:§ity7 Hunter, York, and Medgar Eyers'Colleges (Tables S and 6).

( " - * N LY . .
‘_,u”" ) . : ' -
| . C { - -

0 Womeﬁ represent a larger proportlon of the special program

. ) freshmen than they_do ‘of the regular program freshmen (Tables 11

./" n

Cvand 12). “ e T ’ o ‘

As a result of a change in SEEK/CD eligibility requireménts

- that took effect in 1978, special_program freshmen have hlgher
ﬁ ’ -' ) ., v' - ,}
. : ,

-
.
~\

v

7SEEK, at the senior. colleges, and College DirsCovery (CD) at the
b communlty colleges®are programs’ designed to help’'economically,
educationally d socially dlsadvantaged students successfully I

gomplete - their education at CUNY. These programs provrde thé -
students with academic and extra-curricular support services

\ :
. -~as well as finangial grants based on individual need. .
! - . f . ,}
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~
CAAs .in 1979 than they dld imr 1976. (The, l§76 1917 requirement

was for a CAA under 75. The requlrement beglnnlng in’ 1978 was for
a.CAA under 80, a return to the pre 1976 standard) Only 6% of
the SEEK freshmen had a CAA 75 or abqve in 1976 compared to 34%

fin 1979. :BRly 7% of’ the CD freshmen had a CAA 75 or above in

A

//1976 compared to 26% in 1979. The same upward trend occurs in .

, . v < ¢ . -
high’school pergentile rank. (By contrast, regular program
. N

freshmen show a decrease in CAA levelfand high school percentile

rank from 1976 to 1979). . _ _ . oA

’l . , / . : f
SEEK and CD freshmen are more likely to eénrcll direcfy = .

‘after, high school +than regular‘program freshﬁen (Tables'7 and
8) . aowever, whereas SEEK freshmen are sllghtly older than .

regular senlor college freshmen,i

regular communlty collqu‘freshmen (rable 9). This is because
& " L

CD freshmen are youngeér than

:al"regular community collede freshmen comprises the oldest of the
‘e o
. . : (
»  freshman ‘groupgs.

-t

+ . T to . pe
Con ) , -

't

g A greater proportion of special program fre§hmen‘who have’

k)
delayed ‘college attendance are,GED recipients.
_ LS M To- (. ‘,_a
COURSE LOAD _ ' .
o ’
At all New York State colleges, twelve credits and/or equated

M ]

r ’ :
c_:redits8 (i.e. compensatory or remedial hoursb are required

o N N b
- \ 4 .

8Remedial courses’ include compensatory and developmental"courses
which offer credits. and eqpatéG credits, and noncredit remedial
courses which offer equated credits only. 'These equated ctedits
.count towards full-time status and TAP eligibility (accordlng
'to criteria. established by .the State”Education Department),

. but not towards credlts requlred for the degree. A.

C ' 13
. 2
= - - . .

|




fo r;ful; -time status an also for the New York State Tuitien

Ass1sta ée Program (TAP) 101b111ty At CUNY 99%mof the

SEEK/CD freshmen, 91% 'of the regular senloF colleqe freshmen, and T

82% of the regular communlty college freshmeh are full t1me

3 : -

(Table 13). - . : :
. * }“s‘v 4 . c o, -
- "\ r i N t .
" The avenage full-time freshman is enrolled for 14-15

credlts and/or equabdf/;redlts (2~ 3 credits and/or .equated credlts !
& v
above the requlred ful;-tlme tevel) .- The number ‘of actual

’

credits,-though, differss depending on program and college
level? The average regular senior college freshman is enrolled
for 12 credlts and 2.5 compensatory/ remedial hours (equated

)
ce#edits) and.would be full-time even if one dlsregarded the

. equated credits in remedlal,courses. The average:regular com-

v

munity college freshman ‘is enrolledufor 9 credits and 6
compensatory/remedlal hours.. The average SEEK/CD freshman
1s enrolled,for 8-9 credits-and-8 compensatory/remedlal K
‘hpurs. Thus, . about half of the SEEK/CD freshman s program ig¢

in non-credited remedial coursework compated to only 17% of

-~ L N

the regular senior éollege freshman's and” 39% of the regular

=

‘community college freshman s+ This higher remedial loadﬂban
" be expected to lengthen the amount of time a SEEK/CD freshman

will.need to complete the credits required‘for graduation.

-

Y N * . N
P ‘ . ~

.
LA

The average‘reguler gart time freshman is enrolled for ?

7 cred;ts and/or equated cred:ts, including 1 compensatory/re- "
.

medial Hour at senior colleges‘and 3 compensatory/remedial

- - . . \
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hoqrs at community college's. The'average part time freshmang

theny -is at least a half-time student.
. -
> Ty / ' < ST

Among regular program freshmen, remed&al course enrollment *
is relgted to CAA. Half of the freshmen with a CAA of—80 or

apove'take no remedial courses compared to about 30% of those |
‘ < . - N -

with a CAA below 80 taking no remedial courses. For all
students, the,skills'assessment:program,instifuted in Fall

1979 may have led to increased enrollment in remedisl

[

programs. .At senior colleges, 66% of the freshmen are enrolled'

-

in at least one’rZﬁedial course compared tp about 68%'in 1976.

At communlty colleges, 79% of the freshmen are enrolled- in at

-

least one remedlal course compared to about 72% in 1976 More

than 90% of the special program freshmen ‘enroll in at least one

K

>remed1al course, regardless of CAA //—\

o -

' . g ¢ - 2
. v .
CD freshmen generally enroll in 1 ox 2 remedial courses.

’ N 3 -

SEEK freshmern generally enroll in 3 or more remedial courses.

.Controlllng for CAA, regular senior college freshmen take fewer,,

remedial courses than regular communlty college freshmen.

7 -
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'APPLICANTE:‘.~”Eall 1975 & i976 vs. Fall 197;3
. . 8 y,, ..

. The numbef'zﬁﬂfreshman applicants to EUNY senior colleges.
* o.:..y‘(a : ’ .
'has declined by 15% since 1976 (compared to a 20% increase.
\8’. ‘.

.in enrollee%b, whlle the number applying to CUNY communlty
colleges has . 1ncreased by 12% (compared to a 7% increase in .

enrollees). . ?,,, . W . > . .

. - ~ ‘ -@ ‘ ; . . * - . v

, Although thege Were more senior college applicants than

l 14
3commun1ty college appllc ts, there are more communlty college

’

freshman enrolleesmthan senior college freshman enrollees. This

p»

can be explalned in terms of allocatlon and rate of enrollment.

N
[

More studéhts applled to senior colleges but more were allocate

to communlty_coéleges. "Also, shose who applled and/or were

=i

. ——— -
; allocated to senior colleges were less likely to enroll -than

those allocated.to commanity colleges (Table 17).
. '\‘\' ‘ .

r en L T . . ) . .

"New York“CLty public high school graduates' account £6r 60%

of all appllcants (Appendlx C). * The proportion of these high”

&
school g\’adu,ateg with a h1gh CAA has been’ decllnlng for the

past severgl years, part1ally explalnlng the lower CAA distri-

e butlon amond CUNY appllcants (Table 15). (It should be noted
that the prOportlon of New York Clty public high school gradu-
~ates Wlth a CAA 90 and above who apply to CUNY is greater now

©

than 1t-was‘1n 1976, even though the actual numbers are smaller).

w?
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Overall; the percentage of appllcants who enrolled? in 1979 A

(58%) is hlgher-than it was in 1976 (52%), anrd the ‘same as in

”

.1975 At .each CAA level, students enrolled more often in 1979
*
than 1nvl976 (fable 16) However, those w1th a CAA of 80 or
above continue to- en:oll less then than those w1th lower GAAs. "

)

oL ("

~

Many: more applicants in 1979, wére eligible for.a special
A , ‘

program. .bf‘all eligibiefstudents,,é7% were allqcated to a ._‘,

‘ special program in 1979, compared to 37% in 1975 and 91% in

3

{
1976. - ;
. ' Lo - ) , ' .
- ] 2 ' y
Applicants who were eligible for a spefial program en-

R -

“rolled more often (66%) than those who weré not €ligible (56%)(

This was true regardless of whéther or not they were allocated
00' N . 4

“to a special program, a marked change from past years. (One

’ reason for the increased enrollment rate of applicants eligible
. A . &

for but not allocated to a spécial program may be an incneased . -

faWareness'amOng applicants of sources of_ginancial aid '

N\

available, apart from the SEEK/CD programsy% .

. < i . . , . </.
v

Many more appllcants~were allocated to their flrst ch01ce
college 1n 1979 (81%) than in 1975 (72%) or in 1976 (62%)
Possable explanations of *this increase may be that special

program applicants, now a larger portion of the applicant pool,

dapplicants in 1979 who enrolled as nondeg;ee students, and oL
"diréct" admits, are not ineluded in these enrollment figures.

0 * . ’ .
. . o : \( " .-
LS 4 4
~7 5 .
N ' & ' .
_ ﬁ_’:’" _ _




I > R . .
are no longer allocated through a lottery but byJﬁpeir choice . - .

of colfége: Also, now that the admissions criteria havé been in

‘place for four years, applicants are more aware of them and are - .

' . . - R : B

v -applying more_often to colleges where they meet.the criteria: . j'
Of those allocated to their first choice college, 60% enrolled

in'1979' compared to 54% in 1976. Of those not'éllocatéé to ;{

x - -

* . ‘ . .
.their first choice college, 52% enrolled in 1979 compared to . ‘

47% in 1976. - . : ST

/

A1

Students apply¥ng énd allocated to community'collegés

S ) A .. .
anoLleé'more of ten sthan those ‘applyin o and allocaéed to

senior coilege;.‘ Of all applicants allocated to a CUNY ,
-~ 3\ : ) .

college, 55% enrolled at their allo§9tion college”and another

o ' N : ’
.3% enrolled at a different CUNY college (Table 17). ‘ -

.
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Office of Institutional'\Reseap€h'and Analysis

7 ' _° TABLE 1 N

' Number of First-time Freshmen Enz’oﬁlled in CUNY 1975, 1576, 1979 ' )

/ Changes in First-time Freshman Enrollment: 1976-79
v 2

t
® .y
-

University-wide Summary

. o % Increase .
' > Number of Freshmenr | (Decrease) % Distribution
, 1975 1976 1979 1976-1979 | 1975 1976 1979
CUNY Total , \o,368 -+ 29,283 32,687 111.6% 100.0 -100,0 100.0
L - . . N - ; « i L ! N .
. Male 19,321 13,519 13,978 3.4 4 47.9 ,46.2 42.8
" 'Fémale - 21,047 . 15,764 - 18,709 .7 52.1  53.8 57.2
. o . 100.0 100.0 109.0
. P ' * R4 : . N
. o . .
.E_A__'A_ } . t{', ¢ ”
> 80 . 12,521 . 9,178 ' 8,827 .. (11.4) 32.8 33,0 29.8_
75-79." 8,103+ 5,648 5,789 - 2.5 21.2 20,3 21.2)
70-74 o .. 8,401 _ ,7,776¢ _ 8,689 . 11,7 22.0° 27.9 31,8}
N BeloW?- 9,163 5,222 4,690 (10.2) 24.0 _18.8 _17.2
' . " * : +| 100.0 T100.0 T100.0j
' ,'ﬁnapplicabiel -# 02,180 1,459 5,392 ,
v b -7 5.4% &4 5.0% 16.5% , .
- . , , i 4
"H.S -PERCENTILE RANK . e \
.+ T > 66 %ile . ‘ 10,490 8,263 7,095 (14.1) 43.1 45.6 44.0
:25-65 Y. 10,599 , 7,273 - 47,023 ( 9.6) 43,5 42.8 ,43.6
<25 %ile / 13,259 7104 1,996 ° (5.1) 13.4 11,6 12.4
: ) " . . 3 '700.0 100.0 100.0
"Missing - # 16,020 - 11,143 16,573 - -
. -y 39,7% ".38.0% . - 50.7%
v “ ) . . V -
. . &) ' . R , ) S,
SPECIAL PGM ENROLLMENT(Included Above) “ | - , 3
SEEK/CD : 3,762 3,542 5,258 ] - 48.4 9.3 12.1 "16.1 \
’ . r . i} ‘! .
- ) ’ L] -t 4 "\ ‘ ~< - ! .. " - -
" lInapplicable CAA Li_nc,ludes missing #xd inapplicablé CAAs, A
* - } -~ x,{
S .° . ) % . / ‘ .
1 3 > - \ o ”
v P ‘ i .
‘ . o ] ) .. S sl
. RN v -
© . ! ' ) . )
/ ) P ‘. - 19 ' ]
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2 et . THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK
o + * Office'of Institutional Research and Analysis ,
\' ’ 3 ‘ - / ; ' ' ,
e 'TABLE 2 .
T R Ce L . . . R ’

Number &f AFiI‘-St-‘time Freshmeh €nrolled in CUNY: .1975; 1576, 1979 ..

- Changes in First-time F‘rés'}lm;m Enrollment: 1976‘-‘1979
I’;v:’ .". . , ’\‘ - - ‘ ,’ - (‘.
T . Senior Colleges
B .. ) . % Increase
N Number of Freshmen . (Decrease) % .Distribution .
R-/ z. N ﬁo . ¢ ' -
T T .7 19752 - 1976, 1979 1976-1979' |- 1975 1976 197!
SC Total 20,904 10,982 . 13,161 rg.%%} 100.0 _ 100.0 100
§E_X- PR . ¢ - N = .“ ‘
Male \ 10,260 4,837 5,626 r 16.3 | '49.1 440 | 42
Female - ' 10,644 - 6,145 47,535 . 226 50,9  56.07 57
, S . ' . 100.0 , 100.0 100
cAr S | SUE N
> 80 . 9,585 6,748 6,306 ( 6.6) -47.1  62.7 51
75-79 - 4,081, 1,357 “2,553 / 88.1 +| '20.0° 12.6- 20
70-74 . 3,181 1,352 7 32,2197 ° 64.1 |* “15.6 12.6 18
Below 70 3,515 . 1,299 1,142 - (12.1) 17.3  12.1 _ 9
- : s S : 100.0 100.0 100
Inapplicable! - # 542 236+ .« 941
-y 0T 2.6% . 2.1% - T.1%
. ’ .- . . -7 < ‘\"
H.S. PERCENTILE RANK NS , ,
"> 66 3ile- 7,926 5,773 - 5,410 . ( 6.3)+ 56.3 74,5 64
25-65 ‘4,918, 1,556 ' 2,474 §9.0 . | - 35.0° 20.1 29
< 25 %ile 1,225 416 - 570 . 37.0 8.7 5.4 _6
. . o 100.0, 100.0 109
figsing - f 6,835 - 3,237 4,707 . ;
=% . 32.7% 29.5% 35.8% ‘
SPECIAL PGM ENROLLMENT(Included Above) : : \ 8
SEEK 2,087 3,285 .- 574 | 979 " 19.0 25
¥Inapplicable .CAA includes missing and. inapplicable CAAs. =, -
. . " e - ¥
" 2These data exclude Medgar Evers Collegé. ) . *
/ .‘ ‘
5‘ e \\ IS g\
‘ N \ . ' ,
. 3 A . \ . . N
< | Vo o~ e 5/27/80




~ 37

re v

- THE ] CITY- UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK .

Ofﬁce of Institutional Research and Analysxs

/TABng : M

Number of Pirst-time . Frgshmen Enrolled in’ CUNY

<

1975 1976, 1979

. Changes in First- tlme Freshman Enrollment 1976 197%

- \ . 1’ . ” 7 .
o ~ . Comminity Colleges '
R , . R - . '
> . ..'% Increase
3 Numbeg of Freshmen [\) .:[ - (Decrease) % Distribution
‘ . 19752 1976 1979 ‘ 1976-1979 1975 1976 1979
¢« CC Total 19,464 - 18,301 19,526 6.7% 100.0 100.0 100.0
Male . 9,061 8,682 8,352 (3.8 46.6 47.4 42.8
- Fergale ’ , 10,403 9,619 11,174 16.2 ' 53.4 52.6 - 5%.2
. i . , . T 100.0 - 100.0 -100.0
i . ’ <
3 ~
oo CAA : - LT
> 80 ) 2,936 2,430 1,821 {25.1) 16.5- 14.2 12.1
\75-79 , 4,022 4,291 3,236, (24.6) 22.5 25.2 21.5
*70-74 5,220 6,424 6,470 0.7 i 29.3 37.6- 42.9
’ Below 70 . 5,648 3,923 3,548 { 9.6) 31.7 23.0 23.5
Inapplicabld- #' 1,638 1,233 4,451 ¢ 10040+ 100.0 100.0
3 . -z 8. 4% 6.7 = 22.8% | :
H.S.PERCENTILE RANK : ,eo . ,
>:66 %ile 2,564 2,490% - 1,685 (32.3) 24.9 24.0 22.0
25-65" 5,681 "6, 217 4,549 (26.8) 55.3,\ 59.8 ° 59.4
¢ <:25 %ile ' 2,054 1’688 1,426 (15.5) . 19.8 16.2 1846
Missing - #  _ 91185 ‘7,906 11,866 100.0 100.0 -100.p
% 47.2% "R43.2% 60.8% . ) '
SPBECTAL PGM ENROLLFENT (PncludedAbove) |
. ;bu . 1,684 ° 1 4§S 1,973 35.6 8.6 8.0 10.1
.~ J . . i R
' . -
. : r .
1Inappli:cable CAA includes missing and’ inapplicable CAAs. P ' T,
' zfl:hese data include Medgar fvers Collége. '
’ ;
- ' { " X
¢ - R 5/27/80
. 2 X 2
C§ ! \ 2 - 21 < - (.,)
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THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YOR
Offic%?f Institutional Research and Analysis i

; TABLE 4 . Coa .
CUNY First-time Freshmen'by College: Fall 1975, 1976, 1979
- P : C. _

: . . . % Increase -

. .. (Decrease) # Diregt Admits
College ‘ 1975 1976 1979 1976-1979  Includep +in 197
—_— & —_— —

] - L
Baruch 1,997 v 1,412 2,202 55.9% .23
Brooklyn 4,745 . 2,290 2,498 . 9.1 653
City , 2,810 1,730 1,696 . ( 2.0) 117
Hunter - 2,532 1,614 , 1,800 11.5 37
John Jay ¢ 1,067 667 1,108 _ 66.1 .17
Lehman , 2,99 917 894+ . 7 ( 2.5) 122
Queens . 3,334 ° 1,988 2,230 12.2 42
York 1,424 364 606 *  66.5 22

N

Bronx 3,232 2,526 2,053 (18.7) © . 765

Evers 675 636 518 (18.6) 17
Hostos! — - - 642 ' - 799 801 " 0.3 161
Kingsborough 3,010 2,822 2,864 1.5 106
LaGuardia 1,562 1,650 2,447 48.3 164  °F
MEnhattan . 1,929 . 2,331 2,291 (1.7) 109

New York City . 2,934 2,768 - 3,693 33.4 179
Queensborough " 3,024 3,083 3,160 © 2.5 67
Staten Islend” . 2,456 :<:21,686 1,826 8.3 1

.© 7 TOTAL , 40,368 9,283 32,687 11.6 3,012
F N ’ ) . I - /
AW .t 1 ’
Direct Admits3 , R
Included in Total ' " . . R
* . L 3
N . 2,868 1,588 3;0{;
% 7.1%  5.4% ¢ 9.,2% . >
~
. Wy,
. 4ﬁostos 1979 figures are based on preliminary data. : , *

2A11 L97% freshmen at Statgn\island arg)included here regardless of program.
o

S 7raditionally, "direct" admits are freshmen whose applications are” processed by
a, college's admissions office rather {han by the University Applications Processing
Center. OFften, though,.even the applications of these direct admits are processed
subsequently by UAPC. The direct admits included here are freshmen whoge application:
either were never processed by UAPC or were processed with a different”social securit
number and thus d$d not match the £ilé of freshm3dn enrolleed®

. 5/27/80
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7 . ' THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK  ~  * 4 ,,
) Office of Institutional Research and Analysns i .
. € 'I'ABLE 5
Distribugion of Senior College Fréshmen by College Admissions Average/Percentile
Rank Admission Criteria: Fall 1979 ; . :/;r’
. «
oo
T ", Regular Freshmen ! SEEK
N * | % Meeting ..
- . Total Total CAA/%ile % Missing - A AQ@itted Total| % of
<i ) Adm¥ssion ™\ . on Alternat .
College N Regular ¢ Criteria!l CAA or Zile2 Qriteria SEEK |-Total N
Baruch | 2,202 1,617 90.1 : 3.é/ 2616
. d = . . -
Brooklyn 2,498 . 2,066 |/ 75.8 © 7 19.0 . 502 Il , 432 17.3
. > . “
t J :
City 1,696 | 1,093 | . 8l.6 - |  12.0 : 624 603 b 35.6 .
L S . ' | .o ’
Hunter ) 1,8004 1,247 ¥ . 88.0 . 6.0 | 6.0 - 553 2‘ 30.7
\ . i . { .
John Jay 1,108 931 54.6 | : 29.1 i 16.3. . 177 E 16.0
Lehman - 894 476 | 643 ; 26.9 1% 8.8 418 | 46.8
- - '
\ ’ : 3
Queens 2,230}, .1,907 ¢ 85.7 ’ 10.7 'i 3.6 "323. L 14.5
. . y ' ' L .
-Staten Island 127 121 92.6 - 7.4 0.0 ) 0.8 ~
v A *
York ' 606 418~ 57.6 38.8 3.6 188 31.0
- TOTAL SC ﬁ3,161 9,876 < 79.1 14.5 6.4 3,285 25.0

) » > .,
11n Fall 1979 at all senior colleges except .fohn Jay and York, a CAA of 80 or above or a
High School percentile rank of at least 66 is required for regular program admission. At
John Jay, a CAA of 75 or above or a HS percengile rank of a /least 46 is required. At York
_a CAA of 75 or above or a HS percentile rank of at least 66 /is* required. At College of
Staten Island the admission criteria refer only to freshmen applying to Baccalaureate degre
programs: . ) -3 —

[ u

2These freshmen are either missing CAA and have a High School percentile rank below the
required level, or are missing percentile rank and have a CAA below the required level.

It is possible that the missing CAAs or percentile ranks are above the required level, and
if they had been coded, the freshmen would have been ifncluded in the eolumn of Freshmen
Meeting CAA/%ile Admission Criteria. Thus, some of the 14.57% total here might have been
included with the 79.17% total of the regular senior college freshmen meeting the CAA/7%ile
admiqsions criteria; others might have been admitted based on alternate criteria (see:
-£footnote 3). . e .

These freshmen have a CAA and High School percentile rank below the ‘required level but
are accepted on the basis of SAT scores; prior SEEK acceptance; special college adminis-
trative action;.or a*special_ﬁrogram su¢ch as the satellite program at John Jay. "

’\ s ¢ -
. . . .
. B

. ¢ ‘ . N 5/27/80
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A - . " THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK .
- - h < Office gf Institutional Research and Analysis .
] . . ‘TAQLE 6 T
“Regular’and Special Program Freshmen at Community Colleges: Fall 1979
. . \ * ;
- - v ‘Regular l .
T E '~ Freshmen' ' CD
. = > \ ‘ ¢ % v
( ) - Total ~m _ Total ! -Total % of
¥ College . : N .|  _Regular - ! CD ‘Total"N
“ ) . . ~ 14 vt ‘
Bronx ‘ 2,053 1,755 « . 298 14.5 7,
;o . . . ’ v
LY . R 2» ot .
Evers ’ * 518 » 347 | 171 . 33.0
" Hostos? y go1 | T 795 T . 6 0.7
. ¢ , .
Kingsborough " 2,864 2,600 264 9.2
LaGuardia  *© 2,447 | 2,182 - 205 | 12.0
-+ Manhattan 2,291 -1,996 2 \ 295 . 12?9'
. L -
New York City * . % 3,362 331 9.0 :
& i ! - ’
Queensborough 3,160 | 2,995 165 ¢ 5.2
. . - [
Staten Island T 1,699 | - _1,58) F_1as 8.7
= TOTAL CC- 19,526 17,553 . 1,973 . 10.1
% '/ . . - '
\ - —
lHostos figures are based on preliminary data. , .
>
5/27/80
s
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3 . . STHE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK — \ .
’ . Office .of Institutional Research and Analysis : .
o L. v & o Y )
: , - TABLE 7 : s
High School Graduation Date ‘and GED Recipients--Regular and Special Program
.~ Freshmen: Fall 1979 T .
’ ( (’ ’ ’ e LI -
. .- . Senipr .Colleges 4
T e ] . R to . ’ ’ AU
Regilar \ . \SEEK .- - .
vy e GED! - - GED
. Total * Total as ¥ | Total Total T as %
‘ N b4 of Year | N A of Year -
' .
Yea? of H.S. Graduation / . r ’ s :
: ‘ ‘ ‘
19802 53 0.5 0.0 Lo 0.0 0.0
D
. | .
1979 7,375 74.6 2.5 ! 2,577 78.5 5.2
. . i : -
{
1978 461 4.7 28.8 - ! 228 6.9 50.4
. ) f
1977 © 225 2.3 18.2 L 76 2.3 36.8
/// - . i , N . P
> 19?©-76 ’ 592 6.0 7/ 20,4, ,*! 180 5.5 28.9
. * Y a" = M ’
1960-69 - 205 - 2.1 5.8 ! 56 1.7 12.5
Before 1960 " 115 1.2 1.7 . 20 0.6 %;.0
' 2 . / a 14 . : g
7 Unknown - __850 8.6 [ 5.0 148 45 6.8
®oTAL 9,876  100.0 5.4 3,285  100.0 10.7
» !/ . . .
1GED recipients are included in'Totéi N for Year-of .8, Graduation. '

21980 Hig'h School Graduates accepted in Fall 1979 in Early Admissiods programs.

v

-

.
3

~
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. THE CITY UNJVERSITY OF NEW YORK
)Office of 'Institutional Research and Analysis-

'

P

. TABLE&8

LY

High School -Graduation Date and GED Recipients*-Regular and Special Program

Freshmen:

Yea; of H.S.Graduation

1979

1978

1977

"1970-76 -

1960-69

Before 1960

L]

Unknown

Fall 3979 .o
- Community -Colleges QR\;
N ’ .
Regular | e
. GED! CED
Total . Total ~as % Total Total as %
" N % of Year XN % . ' of Year
o
. 8,916 50.8 9.3 1,339 678 4.5
1,626 '9.3 35.0 " 180 9.1 47.8
3
699 4.0 28.5 . 38 1.9 195 ®
2,183 12.4 ,21.9 195 9.9 27.2
846 4.8 9.3 45~ 2.3 11.1
P ’
426 2.4 7.7 15 0.8 6.7
2,857 16.3 5.3 161 8.2 11.2'
TOTAL ., 17,553 100.0 13.3 ] 1,973 . 100.0 R 12,1
g \
—
1GED\, recipients are incl}lded\s(n Total N fqr Year of H.S. Graduation. .
5/27/80
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' o ) ] THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK . .
. Office of Institutiomal Research a‘r{d Analysis
’ 4 - - ‘ T . ~ . i
. : o TABLE § : -
» . 4 - . -]

Regdlar and Special Program Freshmen by Age: Fall 1979

) > : : & o - .

7 k

N " / . ' . ' , v
- T % ) —— . - . - : , p
‘ Senior, Colleg‘é‘s o . Community Colleges ™
& . Regular - ~ - SEEK 7 . Regular o~
Age . % ’ N "% N % N % -
amm——— A-———--\ ; - — . — _W — ——
18 or less 6,485  65,6% - | . 1,617  49.2% 6,657  37.9%|. 795  40.4%
19-20° 1,501 15.2 - 975 29.7 3,354  19.1 646 32,7
21-25 . 726 7.4 | 356  10.8 y| 2,723  15.5 278 14.1
¥, . —— ) . » A
26-40 . 620 6.3 246 7.5 2,846  16.2 217 11.0 -
. 41 § Above. 141 1.4 .23, 0.7 592 - 3.4 28 1.2
Unknown ' 403 /4.14M%§ﬁ 68 . 2.1 1,381 . 7.9_ 7 0.6
) RN . ~Shfe . ! .
TOTAL 9,876 100.0 - 3,285 100.0 17,553  100.0 | ~ 1,973  100.0 .
{?.} A . ’alv ' o7 hnat & A’ \ .' » ' . '
( ‘ 4 .l . 3 B 1]
.S %
. Py N i-: , - 7 ‘ \I
' A . *
= \\ * e “ 2 ‘
v PR Y ’ A . . i ‘ - .
. ' ' -
L - , "
¥ s L ;f-::‘- & - ; '
. r ¢ ® < L) ’ L]
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‘ . ~ THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK. .
: » , ) N Office of Institutional Research and Analysis v e v
N ‘ ) : TABLE 10 ¥
p ) Initial Program Registration of Regular and CD Freshmen at Community Colleges: Fall 1979
_ (|n A v, ":. r . p . ® 6\\
- 3 8 8 ~ /"\ [ " \‘f“
! . . e, 0 a3 @ gwn ) 4 o
A W S Q .-é ot [V T, 0n o wn -~ O 0 * ~—i
’ W g O v U - - v (V=T o N B P TR —
- / v U0 A O A T ) o oo A U0~ oo o U~ ]
- d g B = g gn o o A d N 00 K YRR . o
L IS [} wy o Qe — 5 - 5> Q - o &0 [ I o]
e ‘ 2ad | Sw° | Bad v | 3ES | 528 598 | 498 .
‘ ’ . ) 3 3% A @ o~ = o EnRo | Gah | LB~ ,
Total \CC-N 6,695 1,802 1,8'38 2,700 554 13,589 5,937 19,526
. % of Regular Freshmen| 33.3 |, 9.2 9.78 |- 14.0 2.7 68.9 31.1 100.0
% of CD Freshmen 41.8 ' 9.6 7.7 12.6 3.8 75.5 | __24.5 100.0 ,
- . e ) 2
T, ) Zanal . N
. & . % 0
. S IR 558 209 217 556 67 - 1,607 tie\ 2,053
1 ¢ \, .
I bvgs - 247 0 0 Q0 95~ 342 176 % 518 \
. . - 1 1
. ‘Hostos?' 131 0 0 188" 86 405 | — 396 801 .
Kingsborough . = | 1,233 244 0 209 179 | 1,865 999 2,864
' " .LaGuardia + 11,094 351 0 70 | T2 1,517 4 930 " 2,447 T~
~ [ 4 * # %
Manhattan 965. 320 { V0 502 3 1,790 501 2,291
- . . - " - - ’
{\\ New York City ; 1,017 ~ 204 : }IV" . 517 66 2,805 | ~ 888 7 3,693
-~ . - , . ! ' - < N “
. Queensborough 1,023 364 431 |e\_39% % 2,214 946 3,160
. % a0 ) .V .
‘L, Staten Island  * 427, 110 189 262 | 56 1,044 L 655 ° 1,699
v Ehe program codes are ‘the first two digits of the HEGIS code as recorded on the Show—RegiStration tape.

0
2Host‘bs figures ave based on prelimiﬁary data.

o ' o S : . 5/27/80
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PO ' TABLE 11
Compariséon of CUNY First-time Freshmen in Regular and SEEK Programs: Fall 1976 and Fall 1979 :
T ) - “N
. . Senior Colleges . .
Al ° B ¥ f /
o _ N % Increase !
: o = Number % SEEK . (Decrease) Percent Distribution
. . ’ 1976 = . 1979 .| of Total - 1976-1979 — 1976 1979
e Regular  SEEK Regular  SEEK 1976 1979 Regular  SEEK Regular  SEEK .| Regular SEEK
SC Total~ 8,895 2,085 9,876 3,285 19.0 .25.0 ~11.0 57.4° 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
SEX . ' ’ ’ ! ) ~
Male . 4,036 , 801 4,391 1,235 16.6 22.0 . 8.8 54,2 45.4 38.4 44.5 .6
Female " +4,859 1,286 5,485 2,050 | 20.9 27.2 12.9 59.4 54.6 61.6 55.5 62.4 .
s ' - ' " 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0
CAA PR - ¢ I .
> 80 ce., o« 6,713 - 35 6,201 105 0.5 1:7 (¥.6) 200.0 76.9 1.7 .67.9 3.4
» 75-79 1,281 76 1,600 953 5.6 37.3 24,9 1153.9% 14.7 3.8 1f.s _30.9
70-74 * 403 949 1,023 1,196 70.2  53.9 153.8 26.0 4.6 46.8 11,2 38.9
_Below 70 - 333 966 315 827 74 .4 72.4 ( 5.4) (14.4) 3.8 ©47.7 3.4 e,_26 8
. ‘. 100.0 100.0 100.0 ' 100.0
xnyaplicable’ -# 165 61 737 204 i )
- I.8% 2.9% 7.5% 6.2% - s
_H.S. PERCEVTILE RANK . ' .
> 66 %ile 5,641 152 4,731 576 2.3 10.8 (16.1) 336.4 85.1 11.8 1+ 73.2 28.8
'25-65 ' ©' 865 691 1,433 1,144 44 .4 44.4 65.7 65.6 13.1 61.8 22.2 57.4 °
< 25 %iler 121’ 295 294 276 70.9 48.4 143.0 ( 6.4) 1.8 26.4 4.6 13.8
' ) . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Missing - #° . 2,268 963 | 3,418 1,289 : . F .
: - z¥  25.5%. 46.4% 34.6%  .39.2%
! ) f - ¢ ‘ ’ ’
11napplicable CAA.includes misging and inapplicable CAAs and CAAs less than 50.
¥
* A change in SEEK eligibility requirements in 1978 raised the minimum eligible CAA from below 75 to 5/27/80

below 80, causing the large increase at this level.

- 31
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‘ TABLE 12 ‘ “
. .
. . i Comparison of CUNY First-time Freshmen in Regular and CD Programs: gali 1376 .and Fall 1979 '
. | . , , i
. - . . * Community Colleges
- ) : Number . » , : % Increase . - ’
A s CD (Decréase Percent Distribution
. 3 1976 . 1979 _, of Total ' 1976-19 1976 1979 -
S Regular CD Regular CD 1976 1979 | Regular Regular CD - Regular CD
. CC Total\ 16,846 1,455 {'17,553 _ 1,973 8.0 10.1 4.2 35.6 100.0 100.0 100.0:\ 100.0
-4 . -
) SEX s .0 1.
Male ~ 8,147 535 | 7,697 655 6.2 7.8 {5.5) 22.4 48.4 36.8 43.8 -33.2
d o Fémale . 8,699 920 | 9,856 1,318 9.6 11.8 13.3 43.3 51.6 63.2 56.2 66.8
A 1 ’ 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0
. . f
T>80 . 2,401 29| £,778 46 1.2° 2.5 | (26.1) _ 58.6 15,3 , 2.1 13.4 2.5
753879 4,228 63| 2,809 427 1.3 13.2 (33.6) 577.8 27.0 4.5 21.2 23.4
70-74 5,742 « 682 { 5,727 743 10.6 11.5 (0.3) 8.9 36.7 48.7 43.2 40.8
Below 70 3,296 627 | 2,942 606 16.0 17.1 (40.7) ( 3.3) 21.0 44.7 22.2 33.3
’ 1- ! \ 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0
U Jpapplicable!*# 1,179 54 |«4,300° . 151 7
_‘ca 7. ”9 3072 - 24-57, 7-6%
. 3 ‘ . . : -
. H.S.PERCENTILE RANK _ .
) > 66 %ile 2,371 119 | 1,360 226 4.8 14.2 (42.6) 89.9 24.8 14.0 20.8 19.
25-65 5,696 =521 3,989 - 659 8.4 . 14.2 (30.0) 26.5 59.7 61.0 61.2 58.2°
< 25 %ile 1,475 213% 1,178 248 12.6 17.4 (20:1) 16.4 15.5 25.0 18.0 21.9
. 100:0 100.0 .100.0  100.0
L, . Missing-f 7,304 602 {11,026 840 |
' . ~% 43.4% 41.4% 62.8% 42.6%
YInapplicable CAA includeéﬁﬁissing and inapplicable CAAs dnd CAAs less than SQ;éx *
‘ .- L . R ,
3 Nt . 5/27/80
- o . 33 .
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: "7 rABLE 13/

-

Attendance Status, ° Course Load, and Remedial Course Eprollment
of Regular and Special Program Freshmef: Fall 1979

¥

Senior Colleges . Community Colleges ~

Total Reguldr  SEEK Total  Regular CD

[

W
)

Total N 13,161 9,876 3,285 19,526 17,553 1,973

N
. ' -}
Percent Full-time 90.8  99.3 | 81.9 ~ 98.5
Percent Part-time 9.2 0.7 \\, 18.1 1.5
Full-time Average Course Load
Credits » 12,0 8.8 : 9.3 7.7
Y .
Comp/Rem Houys (Equated"‘r’ 2°5 7.6 6.0 7.9
. ‘ Credits) . ’
Total i . 14.5 16.4 15.3 15.6

J-
Comp/Rem as % of Total 17.2% ) 46.3% 2

™ .
! . ‘ 4 % ®
Part-time Average Course load
‘Credits . 5.8 v 5.0 2 4.5 5.4
. \ .
* Comp/Rem Hours (Equated 1.1 3.3/ , 2.6 4.5
\ Credits) , . )
. Total 6.9 83 ‘ / 7.1 9.9
N ) .-"‘ 2 L +
Comp/Rem as % of Total ,15.9% <" 39.8% 36.6% — 45,4%
> M \ * .
Enrolled in at Least One Remedial Caurse? o .
N 8,658 5,486 3,172 . 15,353 13,521 1,832
% . 65.8% 55.5 96.6% |. 78.6% 77.0% 92.8% "

.
x »

. - ] '
1Equated credits include excess compensatory hours in compensatory courses, all

hours in/fxcess of, credit in developmental courses, 3nd all contact hours in
nongcredAt ‘remed ial courses. ™~ .
2Remedfal courses include compensatory, developmental, or noncredit remedial
courges. e - < / '
s . . r . .
o T 5/27/80
J . L]
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v TABLE 14 - .
Remedial Course!Enrollment of Regular and Special Program Freshmen by CAA: Fall 1979

I Remedial courses inclu

. courses.

L]

)

de compensatory, developmental, and

t ) R Senior Colleges = . - Commumllegcs 3
\ Reguldr SEEK Regular _ Cb
X % N % . X % N %
.- , :
v - .
>80 CAA ) 6,201 105 1,775 : 46 )
¥ Rem Courses: C - . . v
~y 0 3,041 49.0 5, 4.8 539 30.4 5 10.9
i 17 1,626 26.2 20" 19.0 \449 25,3 12 2671 -
’ 2 79 12.8 18 17.1 » 410, 23.1. 15 32,6
3+ 738 11.9 62 .59.0 377 21.2 14 30,4
75-79 CAA 1,600 953 2,809 427
# Rem Courses: . - ’
0 502 31.4 43 4.5 663  23.6 - 34 8.0
1 444 27.8 114 12.0 T 822 .29.3 86 20.1
2 357 22.3 184 19.3 757  26.9 150 35.1
3+ 297 18.6 612 64.2 567  20.2 157 36,8
70-74 GAA 1,023 . 1,195 1 5,727 743 -
5 Y
# Rem Courses: i
0 346 33.8 29 2.4 1,063  18.6 49 6.6°
1 263 25.7 118 9.9 1,488 26,0 119 16.0
2 245 23.9 210 17.6 - 1,875  32.7 272 36.6
T3+ 169 16.5 838 70.l '1,301.  22.7 303 40.8
< 70 CAA 314 827 2,942 606 -
# Rem Cdurses:. #
h 0 ? ;f 81 25.8 22 2.7 434  14.8 , 44 7,3
1 81 25.8 59 7.1 703 23.9 99 16.3
2 82 26,1 133 16.1 986  33.5 190 31.4
3+ ) 70 22.3 613 74.1 , .819 .27.8 273 45.0
No CAA 737 204 4,300 ~ 151
# Rem Courses: . o .
0 419 56.8 134 6.4 1,333 31.6 . 6 4.0
1 170 23.1, 14 6.9 964 22,4 28 18.5 - R
2 - 89 12.1 . 26 12.7 ° 1,038 24.1 70 46.4
3+ 59 8.0 151 74.0 £ 965. 22.4° 47 31.1
. I .

non-credit “remedial

IS

. %

5/27/80
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~ B TABLE 15  \

Number of First-time .Freshmin Abplfcants to CUNY through UAPC:‘IQ?F,1976,1979

Changes in First-time -I:‘reshman Appif‘icants: 1976-1979
T ' Number of Applicants .| % Increase % Distribution
- (Decrease) - -
. 1975 1976 19792 | 1976-1979 , 1975 1976 1979 -
. '_ . t
. . 4
CUNY Total 63,927 53,689 51,020 ( 5.0) %D0.0 100.0 100.0
¢ - - e -
Senior Colleges 40,914 33,175 28,049 (15.4)
CAA :
T >80 18,268 15,448 12,314 |- (20.3) 46.2 47.9 46.2 .
75-79 7,959 6,501 5,757 (11.4) * 20.2 20.2 21.6
70-74 . 6,971 6,656 5,391 - (19.0) 17.7 20.6 20.2
50-69 6,285 3,643 3,195 (12.3) 15.9 11,3 12.0
: 100.0 100.0 100.0
% Missing . 3.5% 2.8% 5.0% ‘
. b |
o/ ) .
Community Collgges1 T 23,013 20,514 22,971 . 12.0 »
car - -
> 80 Y Tt . 4,036 3,567 ° 3,289 £-7.8) 18.1 18.1 16.1
75-79 B 4,829 4,063 4,077 0.3 21.7 20.7 20.0
70-74 .~ . 6,073 7,499 8,096 ; 8.0 27.2 38.1 39.7
50-69 k 7,340 4, 539 4,946 9.0 3.0 23.1 24,2
- 100.0 100.0 100.0
% Missing 3.2% 4.1% 11.2% *
7 ’ « ’

£
\ -
\

1A11 College of Staten Island applicants included with CCs in 1979. All applicants
N wiEg no First Choice College included with CCs in 1979. ,

' ZTo{ﬁalntaln comparability, 1979 data eyxclude 3,012 enrollees who had no -UAPC
application data recorded. ' /S

o -

* . ~ ’ :,,/"-_

i - - __ '5/27/80
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' TABLE 16 , A :
7 ercentage of App]icants Through UAPC Who Enrolled at CUNY by CAA, Special.Program*-Mloea-tion, and Allocation
/to First Choice College: 1975, 1976, 1979 . . oot * cot ,
‘ " I
o " 1978 : 1976 _ 1979
‘ - . *% Applicants . % Applicants ‘% Applicants '
- . Enrolled At Entolled At ) Enrolled At Lo
- sc - CC Total \_q\ cc’ Total sc cc  |-Total .
7 = | ~ = e = . % |/ .
Total ' SM.T 58.6 ) 19.0 32.6 51.6 * 23.8 - 34,4 | 58.2 4
1, “ - v ‘ . . ‘ ’ k 4 : CM/
* CAA ) &\ ~ i k3
. >80 41.2 12.7 53.9 . 33.6 12.8 46.4 ) 38.5 12.6 51.1
. - " ‘ .
‘. 75-79 30.5 , 30.8 61.‘§ 12.0 40.7 52.7 ' * 25.3 35.0 | 60.3
70-74 23.0 39.3 62.3 9.3 47.1 ) 56.4 14.9 49.1 64.0
< 70- ’ 22.3 37.6 59.9 " 11.4 " 41.5 52.9 . 14,1 46.0 60.1
¥ % ' ‘ # y ' % )
"Applicants Enrolled Applicants | Enrolled ) Applicants| Enrolled
ALLOCATED 1st CHOICE 45,768 66.7 . v 33,202 54.2 ' 41,211 59.6
% of All Applicants C 7{1_.6% 61.8% 80.8%
ALLOCATED OTHER CHOICE 8,159 53.6 ; 20,486 47.2 9,809 52.0 ‘
SPECIAL PROGRAMS . )
Eligible § Allocated 5,672 67.5 5,925 62.9 9,044, 65.4
‘ Eligible & Not ‘Allocated 9,705 RE 58.7 : 522 49.2 1,295 65.7
Not Eligible 48,550 57.6 47,171 50.2 : 40,681, 56.%3 .
: o A s . —

’ l - ﬂ ’ e

' I ‘ t \  sprso
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A TABLE 17

0

Percent of Applicants1 Who Enrolied at CUNY by College of Allocation: Fall 197
\ : .

y

# #
College ) Aggiicants Allocated
Baruch 5,653 3,844
Brooklyn \ 4,062 3,435
City 4,276 2,990
Hunter , . 4,545 3,280
John Jay 1,627 . 1,643
Lehman 1,552 1,182
Queens 5,544 4,447
York: ’ 790~ 973
- TOTAL SC 28,049 . 21,794
. ]
Bronx 1,437 o 2,128
Evers 575 986
Hostos 918 - 1,042 '
Kingsborough 3,045 - 3,908 1
LaGuardia 3,521 3,633 ¢
Manhattan 2,502 3,692
New York City 4,696 4,774
QueensborOugh 3,379 ° 4’31%—~_,
Staten Island 2,128 2,67
No College Listed?3 770 o 1,514
TOTAL CC 22,971 29,226
Senior Colleges '
% Applicants Who Enrolled 53.2%
% Allocated *Who Enrolled 54.3%
Community Colleges ’ o
% Applicants Who Enrolled 62.2%
% Allocated Who Enrolled 61,07
. “ : ./r

1Exclude's 3,012 freshmen  who were not processed by UAPC.

% of Allocated Who Enrolled:
At Same At Qther .
College College¢ - Total

54.1% 3.3% 57.4%
48.3 4.3 52.6
47.7 3.% 50.9
50.5 3.1 53.6
63.5 . 3.3 66.8
59.1 2.6 61.7
45.4 2.2 47.6
55.8 6.6 62.4

=
' .

56.9 3.5 60.4
50.2 6.9 . 57.1

60.1° 4.0 64,1
65.3 3.9 69.2
60.6 2.7 63.3
57.6 . 3.5 61.1
60.5 2.8 63.3
59.2 2.8 62.0
50 w7 4.5 55.2
. rd .
35.2 35.2

ﬂ 3

2Applicants..-allocated tE(S;aten Island includdd—here regardléss of p;Bgram.

Freshmen with No,tbllege Listed are.inclqded in the Community Collegeléummary.

. 5/27/80
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- APPENDIX A

o : »
Percentage Distribution of First-time Fres!‘;(nen by High School Rank and College
Admissions Average: Fall 1979 Regular Program Freshmen at Senior Colleges

n ) * . - >
Brook- :;m John | _ | Staten

CAA/RANK Baruch lyn City {Hunter Jay |Lehman |Queens | Island ¢ York ' [Total

>80 CAA o ' " i T
>66 %ile | 47.4 33.4 | 39.1 | 41.1 | 10.0.]| 18.7 46.8 43.8 6.2 36.0

. - 665 | 5.4 4.1 |= 2.9 6.3 1.4 4.2 6.1 0.8 1.0 A
<46 2.5 3.6 | 1.7 3.3 0.9 2.5 5.1 0.8 0.2 3.0
No %ile . | 17.2 25.0 | 25.5 | 23.2 5.6 | 30.3 -] 14.7 33.1 10.8 19.5

'3.5-79CAA . :

;66 Zile { 12.7 5.8 8.5 10.2 5.0 | 7.4 | 6.7 9.1 2.2 7.8
46-65 1.4 1.8 1.7 1.8 | 7.2 3.2 | a1.7 0.0 10.3 2.6
<46 1.4 1.1 0.7 e | 40 | 13 s 0.0 3.6 1.5
_No #ile 1.2 3.6 bk 2.6 9,5 | 0.7 0.6 ‘0.0 23.0 4.3

70-74CAA - . ) . |
>66 Zile 3.2 4 Elyg 2.6 ; 3.0 1.8 0 0.3 j» 5.0 'l 0.2 1.8
46-65 0.9 ¥% 0.7’ 0.9° 9 1.0 | 6.8 0.8 0.3 0.0 1.7 ;1.3
<46 1.5 0.9 | 1.4 0.8 | 7.5 2,5 1 0.6 | 0.0 1.7 1.7
No'Zile 0.7 5.0 ‘5.1 1.4 | 21.9 5.7, 0.2 0.0 . | 30.6 5.6

> ’ , E
<70CAA g \
>66 %ile |, 0.4 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
A 46~65 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 1.5 0.4 s+ 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 ;
<46 0.7 0.6 1.5 0.7 8.8 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 1.4 4
No %ile 0.4 1.1 1.4 0.3 6.0 2.3 0.1 0.0 6.4 1.4
* No CAA X : )
>66 7ile 1.3 2.9 1.1 1.0 0.5 ‘0.2 5.9 | . 0.0 0.2 2.3
46-65 0.6 0.6 0.4 i ,0.0 | ~0.5°| 0.2 LL1:8 | 830 0.0 ,| 0.7
<46 0.3 .|" 0.7 0.0 |+ 0.1 0.9 0.4 1.7 g2 0.0 0,041y 0.6
No Zile .l 0.7 8.0 0.7 1.6 0.3 7.6 | 6.3 7.4 1.7, (" 3.8
- . ,. h . ’
A . i
Total 7 100.0 | 100.0 7100.0 |1§0.0 100.0 |100.0 1 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 | 100.0
N \ .
TOtHl ) - M . - . *
Regular 1617 | 2066 | 1093 | 1247 931 476 1907 121 418 |- 9876
. . '] . )
Y '\ .
. B N .\
. ‘ 6/30/80 .




" Pdrcentage Distribution.of Fits

Admissions. Averaget

F F ) N : " .
- . . . . ’ ¢ v
9 - . |
: <
rd - &
| L — .
- ,m825~i.. 0677 6505 9- —~ 0o o \O 00 1N~ o ) r /f
e - - - o) - . - hd
iy /400/4 N o~ o O w6 O —H 0~ SO =3 ..w onw N v‘
-~ mm N . o~ ! ~ o ~ ~ . i
o v - . Lt — — o v
OOo 0 e s N e e * z 0
. * 9 o~ ’ - v »
’ —~ o0, (=S L o . o3 -,
. L. qmu...m“‘ ,mm /4615 /.m3 g 4619 ~ 0862 /476A»U o —
3 . S o 9o d009 ' .na &S .0563 \.0086 soat Mw in
. . 1 ~ T e -
| 0 o O v , — . 1 Y — N .
. . - ﬂ - - — PR S i L I
uy.ﬂ\ 39 1 P - o 4
Lo N w ' \ )
[~ £ o < - Lo -
32 S ul ona ™Mo n . T2 an S0 4N 0 N~ o 0 - . d
m = .0 OO N O Mo O~ own OO ™M S ON , o, N . -
. —9o . < —~y |~ K \ o o™ .
2, g« X 2 g ’ — . -
%E o 2w ; : y ; s
. B o o Q v . .- . .
oo S.mu ;mw Rw-/.ou?_ 80u/43 oy 3/v NWO M N -~ N - O\ o o~ .
>F .. =0 ' an 0.0 N N &~ —a P i O O = - )
Y 3n e BE Z A ) . »/4“1\1 g F e e S 8 - .
" . ne ) H%_ - , \ - ~ _ voa T - ‘. M K . Q v
o 4 - ' Iy ¥
N.h.. N 9 9618 0O ~O oD~ — o~ oin Nt O o vy T
mm Z S0 s OO oNNn~' OHWNn O OO O o & Al
. .,% @ mm Mm — B ' o — o —
(3 - * BN ~ - -—— B o ' - -
3 : % .S 80 . T T . .
Y -~ +« @ O \;07 . : " ’
: . m m%u % o T N A LN 6367 w_/ O 0 A N NN e o o~ . .
, « [ . .* . L ] J - o, 4 . uy
., MM Fr/ .m O'H O 2315 N 0345 O O O OO HO M — R
S G . . | [ ™ ~
B iy 0 & c G . S S
w“m\i..kvmqlu‘ I = o »o " - rs
g = &0 w* 0 1 - / .
. ,aw_icuu .u.._DM_ .oupM _J.vl35 /.wnw-/./ N MNoOo™M ¢ O M NN 55“01. o e PO -
- . . o o o o - - . e = - ’
L - o g ; .v.Mb N~ O N~ N WO O~~~ O — ~ O ™Mo o w .
Q8 R m % — — ., -, o o~ - e *
., — . M
N 28 . A : : -
1 ~ » . I
T“ J.» [ v . - - f ~ . )
- ® — o o0 oo o OO’ ' OO o oo o N 4090“.'0 T -
. ] —» Y] L. - « o o o » e m e e o o o - N . |
B . - [ [0 o ~ % x
FY s 7 Fe o (o] ) o A 4 "
% ol . @ e X ,
y v © t 4 m




-

N ’ . > 4. k4 -
», . ~ 4 - % \

' - . . THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK i : A
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. - - " APPENDIX C ’ ~ =2 ' -
~ ‘ | " CUNY Applicants and Enfollees by High School: Fall 1979 N -

$ v r ’ '
NEW YORK CITY “ « Enrolled Encrglléd Not / ° Total’
PUBLIC ACADEMIC "~  ,  :SC___ LC . . Enrolled Applicants ’ )
MANHATTAS 3 , - - & e PRESICC ppiicants s
JAMIN PRANKLIN I 85 . 166- .

* % v - 3 ’
CHARLES E. HUGHES . 53 -~ 55 o 79 " L. 187 °
, . GEORGE WASHINGTON . 100 -85 107 “*
- / . . T b * — .
K} H.S. OF MUSIC & ART ‘. 68 T VO 174 © o278 .
. .ot o ~—— - .
. HUNTER COLLEGE H.S. 13 - 0 3 47 . o®
. JULKR RICHMAN - 106 . 79 119 304 ’
. 4
, LOULS BRANDEIS ‘ 140 |, ~ 195 251 496 - - L
. - . 2 » *
MARTIN L. KING JR. .43 ) 39 . . 65 147 .
Y ) . . L
SEWARD PARK 27 VY Teows e 422
STUYVESANT MR T 12 - e M 37 ‘ .
’ WASHINGTON IRVING .87 100 158 . s -
[ v . .
BRONX - . 4 ) ‘
ADLAT E, STEVENSON _ 86 68 - 99 253 2 j
. . . e ” . . 4
N% H.S. OF SCI 79 - ., 10 197 286
oo BROVK H.5. OF SC ‘m:cr. ) . \ o
CHRISTOPHER COLUMBUS  *° fs2 52 154 " 358 ¢ a
DeWITT CLINTON : ) T 63 8l . g 25 - -
EVANDER CHILDS » . 88 92 > 123 301 <
' HARRY S. TRUMAN 97, 105 - . 166 . 368
. B . . Sy .
N HERBERT H. LEHMAN 95 . 69 113 W 277
Y - - . “ .
JAMES MONROE : 45 65 . 116 06 Ea
. N $ . .
. ", JOHN E, KENNEDY 138 ~ 85 . 180 403
L“',‘,’ , “ . e . . '
. HORRIS - . 53 . 66 7 86 205 e
THEODORE ROOSEVELT - 114 - 106 116 6
- 5 » . » L]
, WALTON Lo 48 Y] 61 . 151
- WILLIAM H. TAFT 92 100 -112 * . 30%
- ABRAHAM LINCOLN , o9 146 413 ) .
« . - - »
. E . 83 " 96 - 112 . 296
A 7 N 1 oy
\ L “BOYY & GIRLS '6 . . 03 ‘ pril) o .
i 'BROCKLYN TECHNICAL ~ 176 o126 400 700 "
> . s - . - . - a
= @ ‘B}JSMCK y 79 N 12 . © 73 e 224 a
» - - o . . - -
CANARSIE ' 126« 144 B 398, -
: - . ’/ ] * . .
_EASTERN'RISTRICT . J38 60 . 68 © 166

" EDWARD R, MURROW ’ 67 " 101 156 - 324 ‘ 2
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APPENDIX C, p. 2

) . Enr:lled Enr:llcd N:c " total
BROOKLYN(cont'd) SC cc ' . Enrolled Applicants
FORT RAMILTON 100 % ) 173 707
FRAMKLIN Dy,ROOSEVELT %0p - 1% Y 340
FRANKLIN K. LANE 4 53 53 151
GEORGE W, 'WINGATE .89 109 166 - 362
JJAMES MADISON - - 84 s 144 343
- 30N DEWEY Ry U s 224 514
- om ATV « S 93 129 .18 4 30
7 LAFAYETTE 65 150 g 333
MIDHOOD ‘ 120 126 161 407
| NEW UTRECHT - 84 2 . 8 © 292
" - prospect u;xéurs 76 96 9% / . 266
SAMUEL TILDEY - 126 124 160 o 1.1?
SHEEPSHEAD BAY . 97 = 165 161 423,
- soumw'sHRE L 189 204 268 - ;661
THOMAS JEFFERSON ° 26 ... 8 NS5
ANDREW JACKSON _ 66 99 134 289
AUGUST MARTIN ' ‘ 43 42 .1 164
BAYSIDE ' ‘ 122 182 ‘ 2 576
BEACH CHANNEL . . 105 ‘ 122 166 . 393
BENJAMIN N. CARDOZO . 114 106 N 205 425
FAR ROCKAWAY 60 78« 111 29
» FLUSHING = S s 132 ne - 363
> 4 & . .
L~ YOREST HILLS 109 Al 199 415
RANCIS LEWLS 101 o 137 175 413
*. GROVER CLEVELAND - 135 . I 190 - 516
HILLCREST = . @ n2 98 . 183 - 393
' JAMAICA O 131 158 | 262 551
JOHN ADAMS ' > o125 123 ol 389
JOHN BOWNE Toom 181 216 568
LONG ISLAND CITY v1e9 & 164 475
HARTIN VAN BUREN JX 126 181 . 217 524
NEWTOWN S 1Y 232, 236 704
" RICHMOND HILL . % 8 - 87 239
SPRINGFIELD GARDENS { 82 - . 9% ' 113 294
WILLIAM C. BRYANT 162 In\ ' 161 . 501
) . . . - ¢
. .
eb b . .
LI ) . 43
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) . . Enroiled Enrolled Not Total
STATEN ISLAND sC. cc ' “Enrolled Applicants
CURTIS . 71 %9 e 157
k4 P
NEW-DORP . L2, 16 oo
i LT 2 .

.~ PORT RICHMOND 37 . 87 121 245

SUSAN E. WAGNER 2 . 82, 90° 196

o A ¢
TOTTENVILLE 44 o 125 150 319
] T - 7 —

NEW YORK CITY .

PUBLIC VOCATIONAL » ‘

MANHATTAN ,
- ART & DESIGN 56 67 105 228

CHELSEA . ' 18 el 32 33 83
" 'FASHION INDUSTRIES “, 72 50 174

. M. @ ¥YABEL D. BACON, , 64 76 60 200
- Y - :\ ,
- MANHATIAN VOC.& TECH. g}‘ﬁ 14 22 38 74
. " -
£ . .

MURRY BERGTRAUM ' gBET 67 4 .63 88 218
oo Jae Td :

NEW YORK PRINTING ) 31 40 - 41. nz -

. NORMAN THOWA§ _ 1% 193 ’ 167 ‘516

- " - +
> . * ) \ 1)
“ pARK WEST(FOOD s MARITINE) 33 4L 10
. v [ - o . ’ . ‘ ]
. BRONX « " %% . s
! ALFRED E. SMITH 2 ) . 29 . 76
e e . \r‘?i/ ) ‘

" GRACE H. DODGE 83 93 93 269 |
JANE ADDAMS NP S A B U v e 133
SAMUEL GOPERS: < w26 27 70

> » o, R » '.' I S -

.+ BROOKLYN "% 1. v .

> ALEXANDER AAMILTON . al o 33 92

, . AUTOMOTIVE . .’ 'f}{ 28 - W Y ‘110
* ) v :’, . {‘? »% . \

CLARA BARTONT, °, ” 138 * 132 114 184
EAST NEW YORK 15 26 23 62
a 1 -
"t ELI WHITSEY 0. 111 72 23
. GEORGE WESTINGHOUSE ¢ 36 19 81 196
- » 2 M L]
' samam J. WAYE . o . 7% 71 192
) WM. E. GRADY ~e 26 © 85 - 68 D e
WM. H. MAXWELL 8 ~ 47 35 . 130
0 e —— —_—

Y N —_—
QQEENS ‘ * a v

¢- ¥ AVIATION ( 64 a5 106 . 25

, .\j - + - '- »~—

' JAMATCA VOCATIONAL 0 . 2 1 3‘

i - L] -
QUEENS* . 6 48 45 119
N F 4 .
THOMAS: A. EDYSON %6 .- .9 ?-.\.1:...-88 233
’ M N P N ~
/¢, STATEN ISLAND . . ,
* RALPH McKEE . 4 21 . 22 47
= 3 - -~ e i —————
.. . N 0 N * . 7
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. A Enrolled Enrolied Not » Total .
ALTERNATIVE HIGH SCHOOLS sc ¥ ecc Enrolled Applicants
CITY AS SCHOOL | . 14 14 25 53
HARLEM PREP & 18 18 10 4
) _ Lo A
LOWER EASY SIDE PRED 18- " 10 29 57
PARK BAST - 10 s IRt 3 .
SATELLITE ACADEMIES, ° 17 14 15 . 46 .
JOTAL NEW YORK CITY
PUBLIC SCHOOLS 8,211 _ 9,352 12,298 29,861
NEW YORK CITY NON-PUBLIC  k,710 1,839 3,660 7,209 N
¢ - ¢ s 2,165 1,235 4,201 )
. ¥ - ~
OUT OF CITY/OTHER . 1,406 4,191 4,152 9,749
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